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THE SQURCE EVALUATIONS IN THIS REPORT ARE DEFINITIVE.
THE APPRAISAL OF CONTENT IS TENTATIVE.

(FOR KEY SEE REVERSE) 25X1

1, Col, (fru) Kurguzov was president of the Party Commission at GOFG level.
The Commission wes made up of seven colonels and deslt with all breaches
of Party and/or Army diseipline.

2., The Military Council of the 4th Guards Mechanized Army was this level's
equi¥elent of the Party commission, In principls, the Militaery Council
met onse a month, though sometimes a month was skipped when circumstendes
permitted., The Couneil met in a special conference room at the 4th Guards
Mochanized Army headquarters., Meetings were held under the chairmanship of
Army Commander Major Genersl (fnu) Kalinichenmko with the Member of the
Military Council, (Chlen Voennogo Soveta) Col. (fnu) Purin; and Army Chief
of Staff, Major General Koshelyev, acting as assistants. The three officers
sat behind a red-baize table on a dais. The head of the Political Branch of
Army Headquerters sat & little to ons side of the table. He could make

suggestions to the three members of the acuncil but had no deciding voice in -

their decisions.

3. The Council conferense room had dbout 80 seats renged behind tables. Meet-
ings could be attended by all officers holding the commands of units of
departments in Army Hq. withing the 4th Guards Mechanized Army, or by divi-
gion commanders and certain senior staff officers, according %o the circum-
stances or subjects to be discussed.

4. Meetings attended by both categories of commanders usuelly took up such
quéstions as disoipline and finances, e.g., traffic agsidents, The head
of the Automobils Department of the 4th Guards Mechanized Army, would make
an exposd of breaches in traffic regulations, naming specific 14

STATE

[ [ammy | gx[vavy i [AIR [#x [ Bl [ Taec o] | ] |

(Note: -Washington Distribution Indicated By “X"; Field Distribution By “#'.)

ARCHIVAL REQORD

PLEASE RITIIRN TO

O

| P
SECRET/SECURITY INFORMATION

)

AGENCY ARCHI V’E?,,gJDG. A-}

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/02/01 : CIA-RDP80-0081OAOO1900026063-6 g




Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/02/01 : CIA-RDP80-00810A001900020003-6
SECRET/SECURITY INFORMATION

\

(If"the:ﬁnit"ﬂé”nanéd were subordinate to a division) might then be
called to account for the lack of traffic discipline im his formation.
Next; the commander of the offending unit would be asked to state his
case. . :

Although the divisional commander was responsible for all traffiec
discipline within his formation, a regimental commander in whose
unlt traffic discipline was persistently reported as bad would be
publicly- admonished at the Military Council meetings and an entry
would bé made in his service record (lichnoe delc) noting that he
"had been waraed that he / .e;,,his'un;£7 did not fully conform te
standards of service". (In official Soviet Army parlance: Predu-

"prézhden o ne polnom sluzhebnom sootvetstvii.) An officer who

improved the traffic discipline in his unit after official admomition
and réceived good marks at the annual inspections would have the emtry
in his service record removed. If, om the other hand, unit diseipline
did not improve, the officer would probably be brought before an

- officers' Court of Honor te receive punishment, sometimes as extréne‘
as dismissal from the service. Receiving a sentence from an officers!' B

Court of Honor did not preclude Party disciplinary action also being
taken against the offender. Party disciplinary action could be

taken against officers below the rank of captain by the Party Commis-
sion of an army, and against officers up to lieutenant colonel by the

Party Commission of GOFG level. Party disciplinary action ¢éuld only g

- -be'taken agalnst colonéls‘and higher by the Central Committee of:the

~-Communist Party in Moscow.

The Member of the ‘Military Council was empowered to make iridependent -

‘reports to his counterpprt at GOFG level, and could present opinions

not necessarily in agreement with those ‘of the army commander. He was
obliged, howéver, to make known to his commander the contents of his
independent reports.

An army operations order would be signed by the army commander and the
army chief of staff and countersigned by the Member of the Military

The appointment of the Member of the Military Couneil was a political

one. This position was, in some ways, a relic of the days of politi--
cal commissars in the "Red Army" and had survived the doctrine of
"Sole Command" (yedinonachaliye). ~ '
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f“ﬁﬁité"in'ﬁhich traffic discipline was bad., A divisional commander -

-

-

Counecil. B



